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LI. attempt to explain an antient Roman 
infcription 3 cut upon a Jlone lately found at 
Bath. By John Ward, LL.D. Rhet. Prof 
Grejh . and V. P. R. S. 

A COPY of this infcription was firft 
communicated to this Society by Mr. 
Henry Baker, who received it in a letter from John 
Browning Efq; dated the fourth of July lad:. And the 
Society being then pleafed to refer it to my further con- 
fideration, feveral other copies of it Were in a few days 
fent me by my freinds from Bath, and other places. 
But upon comparing them one with another, I found 
they all differed in fome refpedts j excepting two only, 
one of which had been copied from the other. And 
therefore, as I could not by this means fettle the rea¬ 
ding to my fatisfadtion, Dr. Richard Davies the phy- 
fician being then in London , 1 acquainted him with 
the affair; who was fo obliging, as to promife me, 
that upon his return to Bath he would procure for 
me an exadt copy from his own infpedtion. And ac¬ 
cordingly he applied himfelf for that purpofe to the 
ingenious datuary at Bath, Mr. Prince Hoare ; who 
apprehending that a cad of it in plaider of Paris 
might exprels both the form of the letters, and the 
defedts of them, in their prefent Hate, with greater 
exadtnefs than a writen copy, was fo kind as to take 
one off from the done; which I received afterwards 
from Dr. Davies. 

The done was difcovered upon the twenty-fecond 
of June lad, about five feet under ground, in digging 
the cellar of a houfe, which was rebuilding at the 
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lower end of Stall Street. Among the rubbifh ©f the 
old houfe, when it was pulled down, was a large 
quantity of walling ftone, which had on it the marks 
of fire} fo that probably fome building had formerly 
flood there, which was burnt. And in finking the 
ground about four or five feet lower than the ftone, 
they found, as I am informed, two coins of the 
emperor Caraujius, in bafe metal, and very much 
defaced ; tho upon one of them the following infcri- 
ption was legible: impcaravsivs pf. In July 
1727 the beautiful gilt head, which is now preferved 
in the town houfe, was dug up at the other end of 
this ftreet, not far from the King’s hath, about fix- 
teen feet below the furface of the earth, as they were 
making a common fhore through the town (1). 

The ftone, upon which this infcription is cut, has 
been generally taken for a pedeftal, either of a ftatue, 
or fome other folid body, which it once fupported. 
Tho from the appearance of the horizontal plane at 
the top Mr. Hoare is of the opinion, that nothing 
was formerly placed upon it; and fuppofes, that the 
finking in the middle, with the two lines erafed, one 
on each fide, might be made meerly for ornament* 
Befides, the face and two fides only are finifhed; 
the back being flat, as if it was defined to ftand 
againft a wall. The hight of it, which is very near 
three feet} as likewife the form both of the ftone 
itfelf, and the plane above mentioned ; will appear 
by the draughts of them taken by Mr. Hoare, 
which are annexed to this difcourfe (2). From 
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(1) A fine print of this head has been publifhed by the A* S* JL. 
in their Vetuft . Monum . VoL i. Num . 34. 

(2) See TAB* III. Fig, 3. 
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a careful examination of the whole infcription, a» 
it appeared to me in the cad, I have copied it in 
the draught of the done} and indeavoured to exprefs 
the feveral letters in their proper form and propor¬ 
tional fize, together with the ligatures, divifions of 
the words, and their fituation in each line, in the 
mod exadt manner I was capable of doing it. And 
upon corifidering the whole in this view, I take leave 
to offer the following reading in words at length, as 
what appears to me the mod probable. 

Locum religiofum , per infolentiam erutam, 
virtuti et numini Augujli repufgatum 
reddidit Caius Severius Emeritus, centurio , 
fua pecunia. 

1. That the words locvm religiosvm mud 
here fignify a burying place , cannot, I think, be 
well doubted of} fince that is the ufual acceptation 
of them in the Roman laws. Thus Marcian fais: 
Religiofum locum unufquifque fua voluntate facit , dum 
mortuum infert in locum Juum (i). The fame thing 
is faid by Juftinian (2). And in like manner JJlpian 
fais: Locum , in quo fervus Jepultus eft ,. religiofum 
effe Arift0 ait (3). Moreover, as a fevere punifh- 
ment was inflicted on thofe, who violated the fepul- 
chers of the dead (4)} fo for their further fecurity 

they 


(1) L. 6. § 2. D. de d'tvif. rer . 

(2) eod . 

(3) L. 2. prtnc. D. de religiof. et fumpt . fun, 
{4) L, 3, § 7. D, de JipuL violat. 
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they were confecrated to the Dii Manes. And as 
temples and altars, dedicated by public authority to 
the Dii Superi , were ftiled locafacra (i) j hence, as 
Aggenus Urbicus obferves: Sacrum proprie Dei eji t 
religiofum hominum (2). 

It is well known, that by the laws of the Twelve 
tables burials were prohibited within the city of Rome. 
The words of the law are thefe: Hominem mortuum 
in urbe ne fepelito , neve urito (3). The like prohi¬ 
bition was afterwards extended to the provinces, by 
the emperors Hadrian (4), Antoninus Pius (5), and 
others ( 6 ). There were indeed fome exceptions to 
this law, in favour of particular perfons, which do 
not come under our prefent confideration. The Ro¬ 
mans therefore commonly placed their fepulchers, 
either near the common roads, or within their own 
pofleflions, or in fome place alloted for that pur- 
pofe by authority. Inftances of the fir ft fort are to 
be met with in Gruter, and other writers upon this 
fubjedt. And the reafon of it is afiigned by Varro y 
who fais: Monimenta in fepukbris ideo fecundum vi- 
am funt, quo praetereunteis admoneant, et fe f uijje^ et 
illos ejj'e mortaleis (7). As to private or family fepul¬ 
chers,a very full and ample account of them has been 
given by the late Roger Gale efquire, a worthy mem¬ 
ber 


(1) Feft us in voce Religiofus. Injlit. § 8. ubi fupr a. 

(2) De controverf agror. pag . 61. edit . Goef 

(3) Tab . X. L . 2. princ ; 

(4) L . 3, § 5. D . de fepuL violat. 

(5) 7 uL Capitol, in vit. 

(6) L. 12. c. de rellgiof et fumpt. fun > 

(7) De LL. Lib. v.- 
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ber and treafurer of this Society, in a difcourfe Writen 
by him upon that fubject, and formerly printed in 
the PbiloJ'ophical “T^-anjactions (i), to which I need 
only refer. The place at Rome moft remarkable for 
the fepulchral monuments of illuftrious perfons, as 
appears from Strabo (2), was the Campus Martins, 
where they were buried by order of the fenate. But 
the common burying place alloted for flave 9 , and 
other mean perfons, is by Varro called Puticulae j 
which lay, as hefais, beyond the mount EJquiliae (3)* 
And to this Horace alludes in the following verfes: 

Hoc miferae plebi ftabat commune fepulchrum, 

Pantolabo Jcurrae, Nomentanoque nepoti (4.). 

And that the like cuftom obtained in other parts of 
the Roman empire, appears from a paffage in jig- 
genus Urbicus, in which he fais: Loca autem , quae 
Jint publica , videamus. And then, after fome others 
there mentioned, he adds: Sunt in Juburbanis loca 
publica , inopum deftinata juneribus, quae loca cu- 
linas appellant (5). Where under the word inopum 
muft be included all fuch perfons, who had no pri¬ 
vate or family burying places of their own j unlefs 
fome particular place was affigned them by order of 


(x) Num. 44.1. pag. 211. 

(2) ief07rp2'Z'irctT0t' VOpUTAVTU TQV TO'TOV -T»T 0P 9 ^ T<£ T&V ST/- 
tfctrcov pvApctrcL kpTctV'd-cL x,ct,TZ<rKi'jctiT<Lv dvJ'pSv yvy&lKWV, L. V, 

fag. 236. edit. Cafaub. 

(3) De L . L. Lib . iv. 

(4) Lib. 1. Sat. 8. v. 10. 

(5) Ubi fupra , pag. 60. 
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the magistrates, which was not uncommon, as we 
find by Several antient infcriptions (i). 

But there was no town, to which this could be 
more fuitable than Bath, on account of the great 
number of Strangers, who reforted thitheJr for the be¬ 
nefit of the falutiferous fprings. For as fome of thofe, 
who came from diftant parts, may be fuppofed from 
time to time to have died there; a public coemetery 
for the burial of them was highly requifite. All the 
Roman infcriptions hitherto found at or near Bath 
have been of the fepulchral kindj except that now 
under consideration, which however has fome affinity 
with them. The reft are five in number j four of 
which were firft published by Camden (2), and Since 
by Dr. Guidott (3) and others; and the fifth, relating 
to Julius Vitalisy by Dr. Mufgrave (4). But of the 
four in Camden , two at leaft appear to have belonged 
to perfons, who were not fettled there, but came 
from diftant places, probably upon the account of 
their health. One of thefe is called decurio coloniae 
Glevenjis , that is, a fenator or alderman oj Gloucejler, 
which was then a Roman colony named Glevum. 
The other is faid to have been a Soldier legionis fe- 
cundae adjutricis , as thofe words have been generally 
read. But, as Horjley has remarked, it does not 
appear, that this legion ever was in Britain (y). As 
moil of thofe infcriptions were found at Walcote, a 

village 


(1) See Sertorit Monument . Patavin . 

(2) Britann.pag . 171, 172. edit . 1607. 
(3J DifcourJ'e of Bathe , Chap . x. 

(4J Julii Vitalis Epitaphium . 

(5) Britann . Roman . pag. 326. 

U u 
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village upon the Fofle road, about a mile north eaft 
from Bath ; the coemetery is fuppofed to have lain 
at or near that place (1), where, as Dr. Stukeley ob- 
ferves, there was alfo a Roman camp (2). 

2 . The next words in the infcription, per inso- 
lentiam ervtvm, are attended with no fmall diffi¬ 
culty. Some perfons, as I was informed, had taken 
the firft letter of the laft word for a d, which led 
them to read it dirutum j tho there is no appearance 
of an 1 after the d, nor indeed room for it upon the 
Rone, to fupport that reading. But on viewing the 
caft, the perpendicular ftroke of that letter feemed 
to me to be carried fomewhat higher than the other 
letters of that line, which Rood before it. And this 
occafioned me to fufpedt, that it might have been 
defigned for an abbreviation of the two letters o 1, as 
in another of our Britiffi infcription s, where thofe 
two letters are fo combined in the word foLECTi (3). 
But having confulted Mr. Hoare concerning it, he 
informs me, that upon a reinfpedtion he thinks it to 
be an e j for which reafon I have writen it erutum. 
However, this will make no difference in the fenfe; 
for fo Tacitus ufes eruere for diruere, when he fais: 
Cerialis poftero die coloniam Trevirorum ingrejjus eft, 
avido milite eruendae civitafis (4). 

When this infcription was laft before the Society, 
a learned gentleman then prefent was pieafed to query, 
whether the words per infolentiam might not here 

fignify 


(1) See Mufgrave , Jul. Vital. Epitaph, p. 172. 

(2) Itiner . curt of. pag. 140 , 

( 3 ) Britann. Roman . Yorh % XIII. 

(+) Htft . Lib. IV. cap . 72. 
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fignify through difufe. In relation to which I would 
beg leave to obferve, that there are indeed tome paf- 
fages in the Roman writers, which may feem to fa¬ 
vour fuch a fenfe. So Turpilius the poet: Quid mihi 
•vellem, ex infolentia nefciebam (i). And Cicero: 
Non Juperbia , fed iftius difputationis infolentia , atque 
earum rerum infcitiafeci (2). And again: Moveor 
loci infolentia ,. quod tantam caufam dico intra dome - 
fticos parietes (3). But in each of thefe places, and 
fome others, which might be mentioned, the word 
infolentia refers to what never had been ufedj and not 
what ceafed to be fo, as the fenfe would here require. 
Befides, it does not feem to fuit with the participle 
erutum, with which it is joined. For tho a building 
may be faid to fall down, and come to ruin, through 
negledt or difufe; yet it is not, I think, ufual to fay, 
that it was pulled down or demolifhed, meerly by 
length of time, or from want of care to fupport it. 
The Latin word commonly ufed in that cafe is not 
erutum or dirutum, but collapfum. And fo we find 
it expreffed in another of our Britifh infcriptions: 
Templum olim vetuftate conlapfum Gaius Julius Pita- 
nus, provinciae praefes , reftituit (4). 

This coemetery therefore, as I imagine, had been 
plundered, and reduced to a ruinous ftate, by fome 
illegal atts of fraud or violence. Nor does this feem 
to have been a very uncommon cafe, notwithftand- 

ing 


(1) Jpud Nonium in voce Infolens, 

(2) De orat. Lib. i. cap . 22. 

( 3 ) P f0 L>ejotar. cap. 2. 

(4.) Britann. Roman. Cumberl. xxxiv. Sec likewife Nor thumb, 

LXXXIX. 

U U 2 
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ing the many Roman laws yet extant, which were 
made for their fecurity (i). For as Aggenus XJrbicuS 
remarks, fpeaking of fuch licentious pradtices; Ex his 
locis, cum Jint fuburbana, fine ulla religionis reveren - 
tia folent privati aliquid ufurpare , atque hortis Juts 
applicare (2). What is here refered to by this writer, 
is fufficiently explained by Julius Pautus in the fol¬ 
lowing paflage: Qui monumento lapidem columnamve 
fufiulerit , fepulchrum violaffe videtur (3). Another 
inducement for plundering fepulchers might be the 
expectation of finding money, or other things of va¬ 
lue, depofited in them. Among the feveral prohibi¬ 
tions againft expenfive funerals, injoined by the laws 
of the Twelve tables , it is faid: Neve aurum ad- 
dito (4). This indeed was very fuitable to the fru¬ 
gality of thofe antient times. But that it was not 
conftantly attended to afterwards, is very evident from 
the many laws, which were made by feveral empe¬ 
rors in fucceding ages to prevent the burying of 
money in fepulchers; which laws would have been 
unneceflary, if that practice had not continued. 
And it has fometimes happened, that coins, rings, 
bracelets, and other fmall ornaments, have been found 
in Roman urns, both in this and other countries. 
However, as this pra&ice was ftridtly fpeaking illegal, 
thofe, who had a property in the fepulchers, were per- 
mited to take away the money found in them; tho 

it 


(1) D. Lib. xlvii. tit. 12. de fepul. violat. And C. Lib. IX. 
tit. 19* eod\ 

(2) Ubifupra , 

(3) Sentent. recept . Lib . I. fit . 21. §8. 

(4.) Tab , x. cap. 11. 
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it was judged highly criminal and impious for other 
perfons, upon any account, to difturb the afhes of the 
dead (i). But Ifhall now proceed with the infcri- 
ption. 

3, The next words, virtvti et nvmini av- 
gvsti repvrgatvm reddidit, acquaint us 
with the method, which was taken to redrefs this 
ruinous Hate of the burying ground. And this, I pre¬ 
fume, by the word repurgatum here ufed, was done 
by removing the rubbifh} repairing the iepulchers, 
which had either been plundered, or in any meafure 
demolifhed; and very probably renewing the fence, 
which in fuch places was ufually a wall of Hones, 
laid clofe upon one another without mortar, called 
by them maceria. 

But this, it feems, was not thought fufficient for its 
future fecurity,without puting it under the immediate 
protection of the emperor, as its tutelar deity j for 
nothing lefs than this could, I think, be meant by 
the words, virtuti et numini Augufti reddidit. The 
word numen in its primary fenfe fignifies the divine 
power, as when Cicero fais; Omnes naturae numini 
divino parent (2). Andelfewhere he thus addrefles 
himfelf to the body of the Roman citizens: Vos, quo¬ 
rum potejiasproxime ad deorum numen accedit (3). But 
foon after, upon the change of the government, when 
the emperors were revered as deities, their power is 
likewife exprelTed by the term numen, as rivaling that 

of 


(1} See Kirchmann. De funer. Rom, Lib, III. cap. 24. 

(2) De natur. deor . Lib. i. cap. 9. 

(3) Pro Rabir. cap. 2. 

2 
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of the gods. And as words, which denote the pro¬ 
perties of things, are often made ufe of to exprefs the 
things themfelves j fo numen is fometimes uied in a 
perfonal fenfe for a deity. Thus Horace complimen¬ 
ting Augujlus upon the divine honours, which were 
paid him by the Roman people, fais: 

Laribus tuum 
Mifcet numen (1). 

Nor was this extravagant flattery peculiar to the po¬ 
ets ; for, as 'Tacitus informs us : Rubrio crimini da- 
batur violatum perjurio numen Augujli (2). And in 
another place he fais: Fortunam, et deos , et numen 
Of bonis adejje tejlabantur (3). We find the like ufe 
of the word alfo in Valerius Maximus , who fpeaking 
of fome perfons, who falfely pretended to have fprung 
from noble families, thus exprefles himfelf: Nec divi 
quidem Augujli , etiamnum terras regentis , excellent 
tijjimum numen intentatum ab hoc injuriae genere ex- 
titit (4). But this occurs mod frequently in their 
monumental inferiptions. So among many other in- 
ftances in Gruter , there is one upon an altar at Narbo , 
which has this title: 

NVMINI. AVGVSTI. VOTVM 
SVSCEPTVM. A.PLEBE. NARBO 
NENSIVM. IN PERPETVOM (f). 

This 


(l) Carmin. Lib . iv. 5. 34. 

(%) Annal. Lib . 1. cap, 73. Where fee the Commentators. 

( 3 ) H ift- Lib - "• ea P • 33 - 

(4) Lib. IK. cap. 15. § -j. 

($) Pag. ccxxix. 
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This altar is there faid to have been ereftedl m the 
confulfhip of T. Statilius Taurus and L. Cajfius Lon¬ 
ginus ; that is, in the year of Rome 763, as Pig bins 
places it (1); or 764, according to .cardinal Noris 2 ) .* 
which (hews it to have been done, while Augujius 
was yet living. And that the fame practice conti¬ 
nued in the time of the following emperors, is evident 
from feveral of our British infcripcions, where the like 
compliment is paid to them. So we meet with Nu¬ 
men domini nojiri Augtufti , Numen imperatoris , and 
Numen principis optimi (3), with other variations in 
the manner of expreflion. From hence therefore, I 
think, we may conclude, that by the wo'ds virtuti et 
numini Augujii in this infcription, not only the pro- 
wefs or fortitude of the emperor then reigning, but 
likewife the divine power here afcribed to him,'is 
called in aid for the defence and prefervation of this 
coemetery. As to the form of the expreflion here 
ufed, things were faid diis reddi , which were offered 
or confecrated to them. Thus Suetonius fais: Cave- 
bat ur, ut in pojlerum Jimili modo exta Marti redde- 
rentur (4). The horizontal ftroke over the letter M 
appears on the. ftone, which is often omited or de¬ 
faced. 

4. The perfon, who conduced this affair, is called 
caivs sever ivsj the former of which names oc¬ 
curs very frequently, and the latter feveral times, in 
Gruter. But the following word emeritvs, tho it 

be 


(1) Annal. Roman . Tom* in. p . 539. 

(2) Cenotaph. Pifan . Differt . 1. pag. 52. 

(2) Britan. Roman. Northumb . Lxxx* CumbtrL lx> in. 
(4.) In vit « Auguft . cap . i. 
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be found alfo as a proper name in Gruter y yet more 
ufually fignifies a veteran.Joldier-. And therefore, as 
the inverted o, which comes after it, is the common 
character for centvrio, a military officer in the Ro¬ 
man infantry, who Commanded a hundred men j it 
may poffibly be doubted, whether by emeritus cen - 
turio might not here be meant a fuperannuated cap¬ 
tain. Befides, it is well known, that the word centurio 
in other infcriptions is generally followed by the name 
of the legion or cohort, to which that officer be¬ 
longed j which is here wanting. And in Gruter’s 
collection mention is made of one Sergius Terentius, 
Sergii jilius , Aemilianus, centurio emeritus (i). But 
however, as in Gruter not only the word emeritus 
is put after centurio , but the perfon has likewife the 
cognomen of Aemilianus \ I am inclined to think Eme¬ 
ritus was the cognomen of this Caius Severius, and 
that the legion or cohort might be omited for want 
of room to infert it on the ftone. 

y. The fingle imperfedt word in the laft line is 
neither by far fo large, nor fo deeply cut, as the reft 
of the infcription; which, I prefume, was occafioned 
alfo meerly for want of room. In all the copies I 
have feen, it is writen peg. and Mr. Hoare tells me, 
that the laft letter is certainly a g. However I can¬ 
not much doubt, but it was defigned for an abbrevi¬ 
ation of the word pecvnia, and had once the pro¬ 
noun sva before it. For nothing was more com¬ 
mon in public benefactions, than for the perfons, 
who bore the expence of them, to exprefs it by the 

words 


(i) Pag. dlxiii. num. 4. 
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words fua pecunia> fua impenfa , or fuo fumptu, in the 
infcriptions prefixed to them, for the fake of perpe- 
ating their own memory. There are, it Teems, no 
traces of the word fua now remaining; but on the 
contrary, as Mr. Hoare fais, the done is remarkably 
fmooth in that part: which makes me fufpeft, there 
has been an erafement; tho when, or for what rea- 
fon it was made, wouid now be in vain to inquire at 
fo great a didance of time. Nor is this a Angle in- 
dance of that kind. I fhall therefore only obferve 
further, that the letter c is no objection againd the 
word pecunia being there intended. For as the two 
letters c and G had a great affinity in their found, fb 
they were often writen one for the other, Reinejius 
has collected a large catalogue of both thefe changes 
from antient authorities. Among the latter fort, with 
which we are concerned, are Progne for Procne , leg- 
tus for leftusy Putigia for Puticia, and carruga for 
carruca ( i) ; to which I fhall only add Gaefari for 
Caefari , from another of our Britifh infcriptions (2). 

6 . There are no points in the whole infcription, 
except one in the third line, after the word infolentiam ; 
which may be fuppofed to have come there rather 
by chance, than defign, as it can be of no fignifi- 
cancy. 

7. After the Romans had abandoned this ifland, 
their monuments of all kinds were left as fpoils to 
the inhabitants; who either dedroyed or converted 
them to their own ufe, as they plesifecL And many 

of 


(1) Retnef daft. T. num . 2 . />. 4 - 

(2) Brit . Rm . Ncrthumb • lxxvii * 

X x 
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of them have at different times been removed to « 
confiderable diftance from the places, where at firft 
they Hood. So two of thofe mentioned by Camden, 
as then fixed in the inner fide of the wall at Bath, 
between the north and weft gates (r), had doubtlefs 
been conveyed from the coemetery, And it may with 
equal reafon be fuppofed, that this was likewife 
brought from thence. 

But who the reigning emperor was, at the time 
this ftone was fet up, no intimation is given in the 
infcription. Tho, if one may be allowed to conje¬ 
cture, the form of the letters fuits very well with fome 
others in the reign of Severus. And perhaps no time 
was more open for fueh licentious practices, as might 
juftly merit the name infolentia, than the loofe reign 
of Commodus ; who, altho he was not the immediate 
predecefibr of Severus, yet died but a few months 
before he came to the empire. Befides, we have 
two other infcriptions found in Britain, addrefled 
Numinibus Augujiorum ; both which are thought to 
relate to Severics and his elder fon Caracalla, after 
he was joined with his father in the government (2). 
Nor can there be any doubt of this, as to one of 
them at leaft j which is an altar, and has on one fide 
of it the names of both his fons, Caracalla and Get a, 
as confuls that year. So that upon the whole, I can 
find no other period of time fo probable for fixing 
the date of this infcription. 

g.c. Nov. 2.1753. John Ward. 


(1) Britann. pag. 172. edit. 1607. 

(%) Britann. Rom. Nortbumh. ixxxvill. Torkjh. xviii. 
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